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In response to the Office Action dated October 9, 2002, the periodifor response 
to which has been extended to February 9, 2003, by the accompanying Petition for a 
ONE-month Extension of Time, please reconsider the above identified application in 
view of the following remarks. 

Claims 1-10 are pending in this application. 

Claims 1-5, 7, 9 and 10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Meadors et al. (U.S. 6,249,205) in view of Patel et al. (U.S. 
6.429.763). Claims 6 and 8 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Meadors et al. in view of Patel et al., and further in view of Gu et al. (U.S. 5,499,005). 
Applicant respectfully traverses the rejections of claims 1-10. 

Applicant encloses herewith a Declaration under 37 CFR§ 1.131, in which 
Applicant "swears behind" U.S. Patent No. 6,429,763 to Patel et al. The 37 CFR § 
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1.131 Declaration establishes a constructive reduction to practice of the invention 
claimed in the present application before February 1 , 2000, the filing date of Patel et al. 
See MPEP § 715.07 and § 2138.05. Therefore, Patel et al. is not available as prior art 
against the present application. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1-10 because each rejection 
relies upon Patel etal. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that Meadors et al. and Gu et al., 
applied alone or in combination, fail to teach or suggest the unique combination and 
arrangement of elements recited in claim 1 of the present application. Claims 2-10 
depend upon claim 1 , and are therefore allowable for at least the reasons that claim 1 is 
allowable. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant respectfully submits 
that this application is in condition for allowance. Favorable consideration and prompt 
allowance are solicited. 

To the extent necessary, Applicant petitions the Commissioner for a ONE-month 
extension of time, extending to February 9, 2003, the period for response to the Office 
Action dated October 9, 2002. 
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The Commissioner is authorized to charge any shortage in fees due in 
connection with the filing of this paper, including extension of time fees, to Deposit 
Account No. 50-1353. 



KEATING & BENNETT LLP 

10400 Eaton Place, Suite 312 
Fairfax, VA 22030 
Telephone: (703) 385-5200 
Facsimile: (703) 385-5080 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: February 3, 2003 




Joseph R. Keating 
Registration No. 37,368 



Christopher A. Bennett 
Registration No. 46.710 



